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OF THE UNITED NATIONS HUMAN RIGHTS COMKI SSION (UNHRC ) CENSURE 
GRACEFULLY. COMMENT t T H E INABILITY O F THE CHILEAN 

GOVERNMENT TO T AKI ADVANTAGE OF M EZVINSKY»S PROFFERED ASSISTANCE 
WHEN IT «AS FIRST BROUGHT UP IN GENEVA IN FEBRUARY WCS DUE TO 
PERS0NALPS08LEMS0N THE PART OF FOREIGN MINISTRY 

ADVISORS WHO DID NOtHANTTO GIVE ANY IMPRESSION OF LOSS OF 
SOVEREIGNTY IN CHILE’S AFFAIRS.) 

2, AT THE WORKING LEVEL OF THE FOREIGN MINISTRY THERE 
EXISTS A FEELING . OF ^ RELIEVED SURPRISE THAT THELETELIER 
INVESTIGATION NEVER ENTERED INTO THE NEGOTIATIONS AS A COMPLICATING 
FACTOR. THERE IS STILL SOME DOUBT THAT THE FINAL RESULTS HILL 

GO AS FAR . ASCHILE MOULD LI KE; PARTICULARLY IN THE AREA OF 
PUTTING Ah ENDTOTHE SPEC I AL ■ F I DUC 1 AR Y FUND . IT IS STRONGLY 
BELIEVED / ■ HONEVER/THATHITH THE SUPPORT OF THE U.S. THE 
IMPORTANT kESTERNEUROPEANNATIONSmILL REDUCE THEIR LEVEL OF 
CRITICAL INTEREST I N T HE CHI LEAN HUMAN R I G H T S SITUATION. 

3. j (EMBASSY COMMENT: MEZ VINSKY • S F E B R U A RY VISIT FAILED'. \ 

• v • • \ 

To TAKE PLACE. 9ECAUSED2EZ/ FOR HIS OdN • P E R S O N A L ” REASONS/. 

’ H AS OETERMI NE.D TO PORTRAY IT As A USG I N I T I A T I V E RATHER THAN \ 

A N INVITATION. FROM THE GOC, ALTHOUGH THIS TIME THE GOC 
SPECIFICALLY INVITED MEZ VINSKY/ DIEZ STILL HANTS TO G I V E I T 
A DIFFERENT GLOSS. LEFT OUT OF THE REPORT IS THE FACT, WE 
BELIEVE WELL UNDERSTOOD BY BOTH DIEZ AND GHE GOC /THAI 
►JEZ V I NSK Y ' S GOOD OFFICES ARE NOT A SUBSTITUTE FOR DIRECT 
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